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the subject which most effectively ensures him against the
object^ and gives to the subject an unassailable isolation
which amputates every relation. Freud would vouchsafe
the instincts an unfettered excursion towards their objects*
But Adler would break through the inimical spell of the
object, in order to deliver the ego from suffocation in its
own defensive armour. The former view must therefore
be essentially extra verted, while the latter is introverted.
The extraverted theory holds good for the extraverted
type, while the Introverted theory is valid only for the
introverted type, In so far as the pure type is a quite
one-sided product of development, it is also necessarily
unbalanced, Over-emphasis upon the one function is
synonymous with repression of the other,
Psycho-analysis fails to resolve this repression just in
so far as the particular method applied is orientated
according to the theory of its own type, Thus the extra-
vert, in accordance with his theory, will reduce his
phantasies, as they emerge from the unconscious, to their
instinct content, But the introvert will reduce them to
his power-tendency. The gain accruing from such analysis
goes to the already existing predominance, This kind of
analysis, therefore, merely Intensifies the already existing
type, and by such means no mutual understanding or
mediation between the types is made possible. On the
contrary, the gap Is widened, both without and within.
An inner dissociation arises, because fragments of other
functions, occasionally arising to the surface in unconscious
phantasies(dreams,etc,) are depreciated and again repressed.
On these grounds a certain critic was in a measure justified
when hfe described Freud's as a neurotic theory; but the
truth of the statement cannot justify a certain malevolence
In expression which only serves to absolve one from the
duty of serious concentration upon the problems raised,
The standpoints both of Freud and of Adler are equally
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